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d
)
:

Notice

fo
r

th
e

Public Review o
f

th
e
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fo
r

th
e

Chesapeake Bay
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General Comment

I believe it to b
e true and logical that a

f
u
ll

flowing river would provide cleaner water than a river that has been

depleted o
f

it
s normal flow. Hydrofracking fo
r

natural gas is and will continue to extract many more millions o
f

gallons

reducing water flow that will in turn allow organic vegetative growth to establish only to b
e taken down to th
e

Cheasapeak when fuller flow returns after rain storms etc. State and Federal regulators need to look a
t

alternatives to

s
o much river water use

fo
r

hydrofracking e
g requiring closed- loop systems etc.


